
Drgft ]~ISiEIR

Section 6.1.3.6 ~on Stra~gi~
This section identifies o~y ~g~n m~ ~at ~d ~ ~~ ~

prO~ option. For ~e, ~es ~ ~ ~ ~~ve 1 ~e to ~c~
~ ~~ ~e id~ ~ b~ ~ ~er, ~ ~on m~s or

Another example of where mitigation measures are not adequa~ly addressed is ¢ont, sined
on 13age 6.1-60 where there is a discussion of’the impa~s to drinking water quality from
i~eased dissolved organb c&rbon (DOC) ~s a result of conversion of agri~Itural land to
aquatic habitat unde~ the Eeo~ystem l~rafion Pro~tw~ A ~ ~on mea.mre =e
reckoned in the discus~n, but SeUion 6.1.3.6, ~he section on miti~on ~rategies,
confabs n~ tdem~ca~lon or analysis o~ m~ measures. Section 6.1.3,6 ahould be

that have been ident~ed in ~he Drt~ PEIS/EIR or by c~mmen~rs on Drat~ PEIS/EII~

S~on 6.1.3.4, Comparison ofl~’ogt~m ,adtenxatlves to ~ No ~on ~~e

~e~eC~V~~~~d~~. ~ ~~~ ~
~p~ ~ ~e dis~ ¯ ae ~*~ ~on ~o~ ~= ~e ~o~, ~

oc~io~ w~re ~~e c~ ~ ~ ~r ~, ~ ~~n ~ ~ ~
~e ~e ~ ~e ov~ v~a~ of~ ~ oft~ ~pply. ~ ~le, P~
6.13-I ~d 6.1.3-2 ~~ ~ow svu~e ~ ~ ~mo~ ~er ~h d~~
b~ ~t v~u ~& ~dd be r~r~ve ~ v~~ ~r ~ mo~. ~
~ Dra~ P~~ ~s to ~ ~ m~de ofa wat~ qu~ p~t~ a~
w~ u a ~e of~s ow~ v~~. T~ ~ ~ ~H~ by ~e~ ~
I~/~ 25%, 5~/~ 75%, 90% pro~ of ~~ce v~s ~ w~ ~ ~ ~
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ p~ ~~..bro~d~ T~, ~ ~S. ~s
~o~n ~s m be pre~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~S~ ~r ~e ~W ff
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Table 8.2.3.4. On p~ge 8.2.3~ ~ are made to salinity levels at Clii~on Court
Forebay and Rock SIouStL The document stste~ ~hst mmlts ar~ provided in T~I~ 8.2.3,4;
l~wev~r, vary Cl~un Co~,t TD8 levels are ~own. l~mlhcr ~t i~ uncJ~o: why r~� "8CR
Delivery" is shown in Table 8,2.3,4, These delivery values appear to be incorrect, are not
retevs~, and should be dele~,

Page 8,2-36, The Draft FEIS/E~ states that s model o~ ~rom Metropoli~m
included ~ of~e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~del ~ ~e So~ ~ ~oa ~s ~t
s~d be ~~ ~ st~e ~ ~e m~ ~clM~ ~ ~ ~ ~ m~ got ~e
~opo~’~ ~ ~. Da~ ~r ~ ~~ ~ S~ ~d ~ S~.~ ~
o~dde ~ ~ V~ey resion ~ o~ by ~ ~ o~ ~s ~ ~

w~ ~y dev~cp~ ~ ~ U~ ~ 1988 ~ ~ ~ ~o~ d~ ~e ~
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h~gh ~ on s variew of uses includLug agriculture, municipal, and industrial uses. In
I997, USBR a~d M~politan updated the model to make it more appropriate for currer~
U~,

Section 8.~, Power Produ~on and EnerSy’
Page 8.~-2, The identifiers in the table needs to show an increased level ofimpa=. The
DWI~SWP impacts identtf~ ia the table appear to be minimal but results ~sed la~er
in the u~’tlon are fltowh~g +18% +6% and +16% impacts to system energy races whi~
a~e ~on~klerabl~ for Arts 1,~ and 3 respectively.

Suggested
If the pro!~r net ene~By requirement did exclude off-aquedu~t ~ and ~oat~ which

simply dar~ the ~ ~e precedi~ set,on 8,5,2 to read as follows: DWR’s existing
~S.em energy rate ~ off.ulueduct power charges is 23,8 mills per kilowatt hour.
(Othe~e s reader rosy inm~ the DWR’s variable s3mem eneq~ rste for 1987 of
9.6! mill~wh would ~ to 2fi,6~ ~r the No Ac~n alte.mat~ (Table

-5-
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and not include the off-aqu~luct &arges which would make it ¢vcn la~gm’.) It is also
reco~ to dar~, if valid of course, that ~ ~�~s o~ off-aqu~uct energy and
charses were assumed can=ant £or this aualy~ or that any increase in ofl’-aqu=lu~t
energy require~ue~ was assumed to be ofrwt by as equlv~ amoun~ ofincmmed

Section 8,5,2,4
The potemi~ ~or increased costs to the SW’P Contractors/DWR ~ usen ~ ~t

s~ds. ~s ~d~ shoed ~ ~de x ~ssion ~C~’s Wa~ ~
~nPro~

Page 8.6-12. The Draft PEIS/F.3R suites that M&I water users could reallz~ up to
$2.6 million in annual savin~ from improv~ wat~ quaiRy and supply #ore the
Fx.osystem Restoration Program (ERP), Hn~eve~, it is unclear what water qu~dity
and supply bcnvf~ will be r~ #ore the ERP, This needs to be clarified in the

In the se~on on the Water Qua~ Program, b~ve.fi~s oftl~ storage and �onwyanc¢
~acilities are di~ussed. The economic beneY:~ presented in the section am misleading
and should be rnnved to ~ se~on that discusses wa~r stor~e and conveyance fac~s.

Page 8.6.15. ~e section discussing the environmental eonseque~x,e of region economies
for ~e $W~ am[ ~VP Service ~ out~e the Ce~ Valley ragion is inadequate
1~ in d~ail c, ompar~d to the othex regions dis:uss~:l in tb~ Dra~ PEIS/F...I~ This
section should consider th~ economic c~~c~s of each alternative on in~eas~ water
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Water Ouality Program Tvchsi~l Appendix

Psse 7, The discussbn about p~ of �oncea~ ne~ds to be revised to include the
moss rece~ recommendations ofthe Panmeter Assessm~ Team and ~ Wa~ Quality
Teclmica[ Group regardins additional parameters of concern and poten~ parsmeters of

Page 7. The las~ paragraph needs to be revised to refle~ the fi~t that not all water qualiW
problems assoc.~ted with the param~ers of ~ncern am idenfif!~ on Clean Water Act
sectloa 303(d) ll~ts oflmpaired water bodbs, which s~e prepared by the Re~tl Water
Qu~ty Control Board~ Pgram~t~’.rs of �oncesn are ~[ on s~ion 303(d) lists in
tt~os~ ~ wh~-v ~ o~© of~ parameter is r~ou~ to by re~pon~ibl© ibr ~
~lation of an ~sting ra~ o~ nar~iv~ watt’ quality objective. T~ di~ectlon by-
prodt~ prwur~or psran~Cers of con~er~ wbic~ ~r~ of ~ ~o m’b~m wa~ suppliers,
do not hav~ warm" qM~ ohjectlveS, A~ a result, w~ter qualify prnblems associated wffb
t~ paramet¢~ are not kien~ed on. se~n ~0~(d) lists ofimpaired water bodies,
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:Page 8. Table 1 needs to be r~vised to incorporate the most r¢¢~ recommendations
of~e Psmneter Assessmen~ Team a~ ~e Ws~r Query T~i~I Croup r~srding
~dd~tiona! parame~er~ of concern and potential psramete¢~ of~.

P~e 8. The d~cument states that ~ eaticipates that a 8rear deal ofwsr~r qua~i~y
iz~ormation throughout the 8eosraphic scope of the pro~ will be compiled by the
Comprehensive Monltorins, A~essment, and Research Plan (CMARP); however, no
i~orr~ation ~bout L’~fARP is pmvlded ~r ret’.ere~ced. We request that ~ include
d~Uibd infor~ion on the purpose and role of CMAItP in the Revised Draft PEIS/EI~

We believe that a comprehensive monitoring and research prosxa~ such as CMAI~.
desisn~ to provide an increased understanding of wal~r quality problems and to
document the progress a~d success of source c~ntrol a~,so ].~ an es~.ntla! ~omponer~
of dze Wazer Qua!~ Progran~ Despite years of study, many water quality problems are
not yes prop~ly ~mdcrstood a~l th~ rektiouahip ~ hz-stream b|olosJ~al ~fi~ta aud
water qua~ standaxds ex~ces or toxicity test results usin~ standard bioassays is
poorly understood, We umJer~md it is digtcult znd may not be co~ ~e to take
a~on prior to uo~t~di~ the wa~ quality problems of the Delta and its
however, CALFED nee& to find the propes balance between motfitodn8 and taking
action. Wc tu~¢ CALFED to substantively i~volve the int~ested s~ak~holders in
development ofthe details for CMARP.

Page 10, The discu~on in para~ph 3 reiptrding numerical wa~ ~ty o~~
~ ~ ~ ~ b ~ ~d n~ ~ be r~. ~ ~o~ be r~

bo~es ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n~ ~ ¯ of~ p~t~ of~n~

c~on ~OC), ~, ~~ ~ ~ ~i~W), For ~ ~~s ~
~ to ~ w~ mppl~r~ k b ~ W ~d~ m~ ~ors ~ ~e ~ely
r~ato~ ~o~ ~~ h~ ~ ~o~o~ ~~ £~ ~ ~

For some water qualky parameters, ~ metals end penalties, there are federal and state
&ink~ water standards (m~mum ~m,.im~ levels or M.CLS) th~ ~ ~:~pli~J~]¢ tO
treated drinkin8 water. In these cases it is sppropriste to use the drlnki~ water stav.d~d
as s measure of succe~ in effom to address drinki~ wa~ b~ use impairments.
However, for the parameten of concern to urban wa~ suppliers, there are no drink~
water standards that ire appropriate to use as source water quslity tarot levels. For
example, there are no standards for the disinfection by-pmdu~t ~sor parameters
(i~’omlde and TOC); rather, there are ~ water standards for dislnfe~ion by-
products, which are compou~s formed in drinki~ water a~ a result of di~lnfee’,~nts
combining with bromide and TOC. For other drinkin8 water parameters, such as
p~osens aui turbidity, there ~ drink~ w~ter trea~ent req~en~ ~t are based
on source water quality ch~actedstbs. In addition, for ~ and ~ema, the e,~istin~
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MCLs ~or TDS and nitrate are not mt$~ien~v prote~ve of so~ee water quality, beumse
they do not take into consideration resource management and reservoir maaagement
ismes, These ~ssues r~din~ approp~te source ws~r quality tenet levels £o~ ddaki~
water supplies are considered in more detail elsewhere in t2ds commen~ ~.

Page 1 l. Mine Drainage: Action 1
In re~3en~ years, the l~egional Boards have been rel~tant t~ commit publ~ ~xls on mine
~atement projeet~ due to the ~nc~rn that. the Stat~ wnuld lupine liable for clean up
costs. The Cdifomi~ Water ~de has bern an~uted to a~ow =good Ssmadtan~ to
bec.om~ involved i~ ~ ab~temutt and to avoid llabiltty. The fix~al Cleaa Water

~o~ ~W ~~ ~ m~ ~o~. We ~~d ~ ~e ~m~

Pa~e 14. Ut°oem and Industrial Runo~." A~don 1
The methods £or addressing benefic~l ~e ~~s ~~ ~ ~pp~, ~

r~~." ~i is ~ ~ ~ a m~od ~= ~ wi~ q~ ~ons. We b~e
~y ~ ~ water q~ ~ol re~o~ ~d be ~z~; h~, ~
do ~t ~l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ve ~ ~r ~ w~ ~ ~o~. ~ ~

r~fio~ ~e not ~ ~or~ C~ ~o~d ~e a ~on of~ pmbl~
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"Provide ~anc~a! and t~Amieal assimame~ to m~p~ ~ ~~ ~o~~
pro~s ~r ~prov~ ~pl~on of ~ so~ ~l ~~~."

~~ ~8~ l~ ~ by ~nt lo~s ~lude ~or~ of~s~ so~
con~ol ~fio~. PI~ ~ ~ ~ve ~~ f~ page 14.

Page 16. Urban and Industrial l~uno~’; A~ion 5
Th~ bulkt item ~lu ~e~~o~or~ w~& ~, ’~prov~ u~~ of~
~ of T~, ~, ~ pa~s~s in ~e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~t~s~, n~ to

P~e 19. W~~ ~d ~ ~ge: ~ 5

~ mo~ to ~ P~o+m ~m ~on.

Page ~0. ~l~ ~e ~d ~ ~on 1: ~~

~ ofpro~ ~~ o~,

Page 20. Agri~mralDminage ~nd Runo~: Action I: MctJao&
M=hod~ to redu~ drainage flows through ~ w~u ~ ~l[~ ~ould
the operation of dist6ct and on-farm water and drainage management systems,

Page 21. ~al DrainaSe and Rnno~ A~on 2
Azdon 2 should be re~ w ~ u ~o~o~:

Page 21, Agriculuu~ Drainage and R~noff" Action 3
In order to adequacy vrot~ e~ronmen~ beneficial uses, pestic, ide-rel~ted impa~
nmsl be ad&eued in the rcsions that ue tr~bu+aty to ~e ~ Re~ion, The Amion 3
~t nesd~ to be tevise~ to ~eut a~ ~ollow~:
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Page 23. Asxic.~ltural Drainage tnd Rtmo~. Action 6:
~e fi~ b~l~ i~ n~ m ~ ~ m i~de ~on of sou~, m~ l~ngs

~er ~d S~nW ~v~ ~o~,

Page 24. Agricultu~ D~ak~e and Et~ Action 6: Indicstors of Success
The £oIlowing additional ~ of mccess needs to be included in this section:
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’~ drinking water be,~Aic~ u~e impakment caused ~y ~ tsste-snd-odor
producing a!sae 8ro’~ in wat~ storage facili6e~ for drinking water suppli~ e~ported

addition, many m-ban drinking water mpplie~s utilizing water supplis, ~’~m
~ve ~ up~ or ~ ~ p~ ~ up~e ~ ~~
o~ne or ~ ~~on. M~o~ is m~ ~o~d w~
o~ne at ~ ~o ~~ p~ ~ ~ ~ w~ ~p~s

~~on of ~ a~v~ ~on (O~) ~or ~e ~on ~ not

25% o~e ~ ~pply ~ ~ ~nc~ ~e ~ u~

Pase 25. Water Treatment: Action h Pet~om~ce Measure
The pu’fonmm~ n~s~tre li~tut b ~~ ~ ~ ~ b~ ~, ~ ~o~ ~
w~e ~ w~ q~ ~n~ ~e ~~ ~ up~ ~ w~
~a~ p~ ~ more ~v~ ~~ ~ ~i~ ~ w~ ~ ~ ~
~r ~e ~ ~t �~e ~ d~ d~oa of ~ w~ ~~s of

Page 25. Water Trcstw.~: Action 2
T~is actionis very b~oad in ~pe ~mp~ m ~ ~ ~o~, ~d ~ ~~s i~
ou~i~ ~ ~ of~e W~r ~ ~ro~ (Le,, ~l~a ofw~ ~p~ ~s).

of sm~e ~d convey~ ~~~ to ~e 8~d qu~ ~ ~ supp~,

-12-
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Page 35. Table 4. Potential Took a~d Imfic.ato. o~’ S.~. for ~s~ ~

~ ~t ~ ~s ~ ~ ~ ~ obj~w ~p~b ~o ~ ~diu

u~m w~r ~ppllen u~.s ~e ~e~ ~ ¯ ~r~ of ~pp~ (i.e., b~de, ~1

f~ p~ 10.

P~e 38, T~le 5, C~ W~ ~ T~s forP~sen of Co~
T~le 5 ~s ~ be t~ to ~clude ~ ~ r~t r~mm~s ~t~e

Pa/~e 42, Table 5. CAIX’ED Water Quality T~ets for Parameters of Conc~-n
Metropolitan recommends that the wate~ quality target levels for bromide and
whi~ are applicable to drinking water sources ~n the Delts Region, be set at 50 [.IgiL and
3 tn&~, :esp~tivdy. We b~fiev© th~se tarSet levels ~re appropriate as desbable in-stream
concentntlom, for purposes of long-term ptmni~ tnd evaluttin8 the impa=s of the
C~ alternatives on source water quality fvr d~ water supplies. Please refer
to comments on the Phase II Interim Repc~ c~nem’ning the implications of the Delta
~nveyanee decision on export water quality,

Page 43. Table 5. CAlkED Wate~ Q.mlity Tat~ for Psmmeters of Concexa
Metropolitan requests that the discussion in Table 5 concexntng mmienu (nitrite) be
revised to reflect the fact that the nitr~te MCL of 10 mg/L is not sppropt’i~ to use a~ a
desirable in-~eam conee~ation tlmt provides wster quality protection for m~face water
drinkin$ water ~pplies, Implenumtatloa of the 10 mg/L ~ate MCL as s target l~vd

-13-
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for in-stre~ concentrations would result in signific.~ dem~h~ion of water quality.

~or governing the g:owtit dtaste-and-odor produdn$ algae tn water �,~raSe

We request that Table 5 be revised to include the £ollow~ two narrative target levels for
mtrien~ in the Ddta Region:

, ~o increase in nltrate levels

Pagz ~0, Strategies for Phased Implementation

be used to determine speci~ water qua~ strate~es and ~ons. We urge CALFED to
provide sufficient guidance grid to commit adequate resourc, e~ to ensure the ~ess of the
ett’ort to devdop implementation strategies for the Water Quality l~rogram actions,

p~ge 53. Stnte13ies for Phased Imptementa~on~
In order ~ adequately protect enviro~ beneft¢~ uses, pestidde-related impa~
mug be addressed in the regions that are tributary to the Delta &egion. The third
item in this section needs to be revised to read as follows:

Page 5-5 I, Table 5.8 disphys Conservation Cost Estimates (’m dollars/acre-foot/year) for
v~ous mea~re~ implement~ by m~on~’s, The table ~tat~ thst the umtud cost for a
residential wate~ audit equ~ that for a residential or eo~ UI2rl". This defies logic,
in that residential audits may be required on a co~ bas/s in order to maintain the
dahned water savin~ (~ee ~u~ed uving~ s~ no~ readily idenlif~le or quanIif~le)
whereas ~n hntailed ULFT does not require on going "maintenance" over its lifetime of

should be signifiu~ly less ~n that of a wa~ audit.

/~ng-Tu’m Levee I~rotectJen I~lan Technical Appendix

:Pase B-2 ~tate~ that Federal, State, and ~al agencie~ should be sble to pay their share
of costs for levee reeonmuntion to selected levee standards. However, CALFED
re~mmend an "ability t~ pay" study fi~r th~ ~d agaric, ~tioa
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